Michael J. Levj 
.II4.I8 21st Street, MV.' 
Vashin^ton, DC 20006 

November 17th, 1975 



Mr. Nevin R- Walsh 
Citizens Commission of Inquiry 
103 2nd Street, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 

Dear Kevin, 

I received the materials and your enclosed letter dated November 
6th a fevr days ago. Thank you for keeping me up-to-date. The news- 
letter was excellent, though I was somewhat surprised to see so 
much stuff on the CIA. 

After reading the letter you enclosed from Paul Hoch, I was some- 
what amazed. For the better part of two paragraphs he directly im- 
plies that I conclusively stated in my memorandum to you 01 Uctober 
21st that specimen Ql, the bullet fragment found at Parkland Hospital, 
and 0.9, the bullet fragment removed from the arm of John Connally, 
came from different bullets. I did no such thing; dia not even imply 
it. vmat I did state was the probability of whether 01 09 

did not com.e from the same bullet nothing more If an^hing at ag 
is to be drawn from the results of uhe t-test, io is >.hat -.,1 a..d Q9 
were not conclusively shown to originate from the same ballet Bu. 
the rever se, to stat e that Ql and Q9 did not originate from the same 
bullet is not possible, looking at the results objectively. I do 
not un^rstand how the conclusion in the ahovementioned memorandum 
Sould be so erroneously interpreted. I would 

Paul Hoch to stray away from such terminology ao the od - * 

stating whether or not 01 and Q9 came from the same bulleu. ut on..e 
again I must state those were not my words. 

In your letter you asked me about the FBI technician who assisted 
in ?he NaI of the bullet fragments recovered in the assassination 

iSvitisation of Pr-esidont Ke,mody; his Xitl'Saifs’h"? anf his 

conversation I had with him, etc. He is John t. Gallaj^her ana 

Beltsville telephoner/is 937-2167. 

To repeat the conversation Hr. Gallagher and I had would be too 
V, Tint in a letter VJe talked about an hour. There are, how 
ever several points from that conversation that stick out in my 
®y h" o? ul I learned there were many materials relating to 

mind. Right o.f, 1 Mark Lane's FOIA requests. Hr. 

Ld Lnt out all th. ..atorials r-e^uested hy 

Mr . Lane . 



Further on into the convers 



ation Hr. Gallagher also said there 




many ffiemorandums relating to the NAA "Tt ^ .t 

questioned. ”l thought there was Lly suuDosed ^ 

randum (relating to the tests)-” I wLt orto 

h: th:n°;:i^r"^jr"Sit?r;n"^'^ Mr.^So^eerL^MrRSSr^^ 
l\fftS?fye^"therrweE"£^^^ 

"? S"?oTa.fi^ r::iS?a^fil^eerf^ 

the bathroom.” The point he was tnvfn^ ?! t ^'ent on a trip or to 
all the other mernorandums exclndi^o- fha° ^ assume, was that 

Hr. -JaXlashar again contradicts himself later. I asked hi™ .,a„ 
trace-elements had not been tested for and he said tha"- h^did^ 

^e:r?he“e ”trasrel%S“t“s2: Si 

^o\" Soston Glob; hf L'on^te^ae ,“nSf ^ 

c‘? Srarraf^S^hS^! ^ 

oTtSfb^n^rrJagm^e-t^ LlSr-Le“d"\L^^ 

Others shown to be present. Mr. Gallagher's assert!!! 

number of trace-element quantitative determina?iSs Sould b! 
greater benefit in the analysis of the buTl!? would be of no 

raruto, the belief held b/lu^^Lfe^Srtf f 5^ faLe^riS! 

•Before closing, may I make three renuests Mifdt f'r-.ni a T u 
copj of Paul Sooh's first letter/sSn;! -conif ^ 0 ^X 01 m^r4oy 
of the t-test, if it is done at Cornell? And the third mav I InoV 

brought in to you the day' I wL th!?e’ 
-t detailed how ^he assassination allegedly took plac“ It Tni-h^ 

f;?! sot together sLetLe soon,* to 

compare notes and consolidate Ideas/leads. anyway, oo 

Oh, yo3j a final comment. One of the comments the researcher at 

ir?h4bS'4s ? h’f 4 "44 advantage trStSmjL 

investigation came from different batches 
" would have no bearing on whether any of the frag- 
ments came from any particular .bullet. ^ ^ ^ 





